Though the research and methodology may be thorough, i had a really difficult time understanding what the authors meant in most paragraphs and had to read multiple times. I am assuming authors excluded children with congenital maxillofacial deformities rather than genital maxillofacial deformities. Abstract: Please describe analyses you have performed briefly in abstract rather than stating "appropriate" analyses.
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GENERAL COMMENTS
Though the research and methodology may be thorough, i had a really difficult time understanding what the authors meant in most paragraphs and had to read multiple times. I am assuming authors excluded children with congenital maxillofacial deformities rather than genital maxillofacial deformities. Abstract: Please describe analyses you have performed briefly in abstract rather than stating "appropriate" analyses. Description of methods is extremely long and can be shortened Discussion is redundant and either describes or justifies methods used, again, rather than discusses the findings
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GENERAL COMMENTS
Thank you for asking me to review this manuscript which is nicely written and easy to understand. The reviewer has the following questions for the authors to clarify: -the final sample size fell short of the required 9,600, is it a concern? -is the chosen study population representative of other cities in China?
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
For comments from Reviewer 1： 1. I'm so sorry, this is a literal error. It has been modified in the Methods Section with the correct description of congenital maxillofacial deformities. 2. The analyses part of abstract has been described in details adhering to journal format. 3. Description of methods has been simplified and structured to ensure logicality.
4. Discussions has been adjusted according to your suggestion and containing of the meaning of the study, a statement of the principal findings, discussing important differences in results; possible explanations and implications for clinicians and researchers and limitations of the survey. Besides, I'm so sorry that the language problems has caused understanding confusion to you. The revised manuscript has been edited for proper English language.
For comments from Reviewer 2： 1. The final sample size fell short of the required 9,600, is it a concern?
The final sample 9600 allowed for a 20% non-response rate, so the number of respondents will be enough if they reach 7619. Obviously, we have 9198 effective data more than 7619. More detail description can be seen in the methods section-setting and sample part.
Is the chosen study population representative of other cities in China
Through the randomized, stratified, multi-stage cluster sampling, satisfactory sample representativeness of children in Beijing is proved. Although Beijing is a multi-population city, the childhood sleep habits and SDB related symptoms may be affected by the regions. Therefore, it is uncertain the sampled population is representative of other cities in China and more comprehensive Chinese children's data should be obtain by the national multicenter investigation in the future.
